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Period for Reply 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 
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Application Papers 
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10)Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)\3 accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1 The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 10, 11 and 13-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Nishigaki (see 29 in Fig. 3; col. 3, lines 44-60). 

The applied reference discloses the instant mold for producing a light guide plate having 
the instant first and second plates and a mold cavity defined therebetween, wherein 
fluid passageways are provided (29 in Fig. 3) on each side wall of each plate which are 
parallel to the side wall of the other plate. The concavities and papilionaceous cross 
sectional shape of the cavity is met in the patterns taught for the engraved plate — see 
column 11, lines 39-48. 

2.The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 12 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Nishigaki (see 2 in Fig. 1a). 

The applied reference discloses the basic claimed mold as set forth in paragraph 1, 



supra, Nishigaki essentially lacking a showing of a wedge-shaped cavity to make the 
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light guide plate. However, Fig. 1a of the reference clearly shows such a light guide 
plate (2) and it surely would have been obvious to have modified/employed the mold to 
make such a plate. It is submitted that the method of instant claim 20 would also have 
been obvious over the applied reference. Although Nishigaki shows the mold cavity as 
being rectangular, clearly wedge-shaped plates are conventional and well known and 
mold cavities would therefor have been obviously made wedge-shaped to mold them. 
Also, it is noted that the plurality of cooling passageways would be in fact be arranged 
as set forth in instant claim 20 in the applied reference should the one side wall be 
exchanged for a wedge shaped wall-ie, be oblique. The cooling passageways shown in 
Figure 3 would then be "arranged in a plane with regard to the oblique side wall in a 
non-parallel manner". Further in regard to this manner, it is respectfully submitted that 
one of ordinary skill in the art would have been able to determine the desired 
arrangement of the cooling pipes based on experimental error and design and that such 
would not constitute a patentable aspect over the applied art. 

3. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nishigaki (see col. 5, lines 16-67; col. 9, lines 22-30; col. 9, line 44 through col. 10, line 
7; 29 in Figure 3) in view of Choi et al (col. 7, lines 38-42). 

Nishigaki discloses the basic claimed method of making a light guide plate as generally 
set forth in paragraphs 1 and 2 supra — see also the above-noted passages- the 
primary reference essentially lacking a clear teaching of the instant injection rate. While 
the primary reference teaches a rate of 1-15 cm 3 /sec, Choi et al discloses that it can be 
from 1-10,000 cm 2 /sec. Given that the thickness of the plate varies from .3-2mm (.03-.2 
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cm), this area flow rate would translate to a volumetric flow rate similar to that of the 
instant. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to have increased the flow rate of the primary reference to that taught in Choi 
et al to reduce cycle time in forming the light guide plate. 

4.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
121 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1 176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




M. Vargot 

September 28, 2006 



Mathieu D. Vargot 
Primary Examiner 
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